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BRITISH ROLE IN THE WAHHABI REVOLT AND ITS IMPACT 
ON THE POLICY OVER IRAQ" 


Sungur DOĞANÇAY" 


ABSTRACT 


VVahhabism was one of the worst incidents annoying the Ottoman 
State, which firstly occurred in the Arabian Peninsula at the end of the 
18 century and later became a dangerous opponent for Iraq, Persian 
Gulf, Asia, and Iran. 


This Islamic sect -which was established so as to restore and 
rehabilitate Islam-— later became a looter, a troublemaker, and a bloody- 
hand terrorist group in a short period of time, who started to kill the 
others who were not Wahhabi. On the other hand, the group got 
favourable results and occupied the strategically important areas in a 
short time. As a result, it attracted first Britain’s and later the other 
European countries’ attention, who later started to build good relations 
with this group. If they had good relations, they could have found a 
powerful but an illegal ally. Additionally, this relations could be a good 
trump against both France and the Ottoman State. British plan was to 
move France France and the Ottoman State from Iraq away. After this, 
they could establish a protectorate in Iraq. The members of Wahhabism 
also desired to be allied with one of the most influential countries in Iraq, 
they built a good relations in a short period of time. Yet, it was understood 
that this affair was completely against Wahhabism in Iraq even its 
surroundings. British used Wahhabi members for their interest but did 
not let them dominate the region. They got strong in Iraq by taking 
advantage of the political, economic and martial turmoil of the Ottoman 
State throughout the XIX. Century. 


“This paper is produced from a P.Hd thesis called British Policy on Iraq (1798-1876). 
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STRUCTURED ABSTRACT 


Wahhabis, who declared to Islam into its purity like the period of 
Prophed Muhammad, started to do activities in the Arabian Peninsula 
firstly. Sherif Abdullah, who was one of the significant Wahhabi leaders, 
did not have difficulty to find a strong ally to put all the peninsula under 
his control and annihilate the Ottoman State, which was the ruling 
authority of the division. It was the Saud Familt. Firstly, he rioted against 
Serif Galip, the Emir of Makkah and derived a profit in a short of time. 
Because the Ottoman State was waging war againgst Austria and Russia 
at that time. It was an opportunity for the members of Wahhabism and 
they invaded Makkah, which is the most important holy place in the 
Islamic world. After this, they determined to occupy Persian Gulf shores 
and ultimately achieved it. In fact they were supported by the French. 
During this invation they killed thousands of innocent Shiite people. 
British Empire decided to stop them but failed. Lately they established 
good relationships with Wahhabis. The members of Wahhabism gained 
strength in a short time by virtue of British support. They attacked and 
killed Shiites in Karbala, who were praying at the time of attack. The 
governor of Baghdad did not have good enough military power to surpass 
this terrorist group. For this reason governor demanded support from the 
British representatives in Baghdad. They did not hesitate to support him. 
Yet the members of Wahhabism continued to occupy new regions. 
Mehmed A li Pasha, who was the governor of Egypt, performed an 
expedition towards the Wahhabis and suppressed them in Hijaz, but 
could not annihilate. Mithad Pasha, the governor of Baghdad (1869- 
1872), attempted to solve the matter but he had to resign from his post. 
Because he had opponents both in Baghdad and Istanbul. What is more 
the British agents in Istanbul did harmful activities against the Pasha. 
Rauf Pasha, the successor of Midhad Pasha, was appointed as the 
governor of Baghdad. Iraq remained in peace for a short time. For this 
reason Istanbul started to believe that the members of Wahhabism were 
destroyed but it was not correct. 


Isis (Islamic State of Iraq and Syria) terrorist organisation, which 
emerged recently and killed people who did not obey them in Iraq and 
Syria, remind us Wahhabism and Wahhabis’ activities. These two 
organisations’ structures, religious approaches and activities are almost 
same, even they have different names and emerged in different different 
periods. Isis occupied almost same region with same reasons owing to 
the aouthority gap, too. This organisation kills people and plunders. What 
is more it bases its activities on Islam. Of course authority gap in those 
region could be the chance for those groups to gain strength and 
penetrate in the region but can not be shown as only one reason. Besides 
this region’s politic, strategic position and residing different ethnic, 
religious groups and developing world do not allow these kinds of groups 
(especially Isis) maintain their existence for long. Then, what is the real 
reason? The real supporters of these groups are initially the United 
Kingdom, some European countries and the United States of America. 
The British fighted against Wahhabis. Sultan Saed who was supported 
by the British, defeated Wahhabis in the sea. But the French supported 
Wahhabis against the British. Thanks to this support Wahhabis defeated 
the British on the land. So the British stopped fighting against them 
because of this defeat. Because of traditional British policy bases on 
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keeping the groups and figures under its control and govern them, the 
British preferred to build up good relations with Wahhabis instead of 
fighting. Wahhabis did not want to compromise with the British. Lately 
they developed good relations with the British instead of the French who 
provided logistic support them. This politic relations strengthened 
Wahhabis but affected the Ottoman aouthority adversely in the region. 
The state attemped to remove Wahhabis from the region but failed. Today 
the United Kingdom are in the coalition, which is established to stop and 
abolish Isis, and bombarded the Isis’s emplacements with its coalition 
partners. Nevertheless Isis struggles to reach the Mediterranean Sea and 
the Persion Gulf like Wahhabis. 


Especially the United Kingdom and some other western countries 
are responsible for the events have been happening in the region. These 
countries’ primary purpose are to establish weak countries in the Middle 
East and control them easly. It is better understood when we look at the 
situation of the geography. 


Keywords: Wahhabism, Vahhabis, Sherif Abdullah, Iraq, Nejd 


VAHHABi AYAKLANMASINDA INGILIZLERIN ROLU VE BUNUN 
IRAK’A ETKİLERİ 


OZET 


Vahhabilik XVIII. yüzyilın sonlarında Arabistan Yarimadasinda 
ortaya çıkan ve Osmanlı Devleti'ni Irak bölgesi, Basra Körfezi kıyıları ve 
Necid bölgesinde en fazla uğraştıran meselelerden birisi olmuştur. Bu 
sözde İslami mezhebin mensupları İslam dininin İslam düşmanları 
tarafından kasith olarak bozulduğunu ve kendilerinin bu dini Hz. 
Muhammed dönemindeki saflığına döndüreceklerini iddia ediyorlardı. 
Sözde mezhebin mensupları bölgenin otorite boşluğundan da istifade ile 
kısa süre içerisinde kuvvet kazandılar ve kendilerinden olmayanları ve 
kendilerine hizmet etmeyenleri ellerine fırsat geçtiği anda en şiddetli 
yöntemlerle cezalandırmaktan ve öldürmekten çekinmediler. Suud"un 
yanı sıra Fransızların desteğini de yanında hisseden Vahhabiler 
bölgedeki stratejik yerleri işgal ve yağma etmekte zorlanmadilar. Aldıkları 
başarılı sonuçlar İngilizlerin gözünden kaçmadı ve onlar da Vahhabiler 
ile iyi ilişkiler geliştirmek yoluna gittiler. İlişkileri geliştirdiklerinde 
takdirde güçlü ve aynı zamanda illegal ve gayrimeşru bir müttefik 
bulacaklardı. Bu ittifak İngilizler için hem Türkler hem de Fransızlara 
karşı bir koz olabilirdi. Zaten İngilizlerin gayesi Fransızları buradan 
uzaklaştırmak ve şartlar oluştuğunda Osmanlı Devleti’nin buradaki 
kontrolünü kaybetmesini sağlamaktı. Nihayetinde de burada 
protektorasını ilan etmekti. Vahhabilerin bölgenin en nüfuzlu devleti ile 
anlaşmak istemesi ile de ilişkiler gelisti. Lakin bu antlaşma Vahhabilerin 
istedikleri doğrultuda gelişmedi. İngilizler Vahhabileri menfaatlerine 
uygun olarak kullaniyor, Vahhabilerin bölgede egemen olmalarına 
müsaade etmiyorlardı. Osmanlı Devletinin içinde bulunduğu siyasi, 
askeri, ekonomik buhrandan da istifade eden İngilizler yüz yıl boyunca 
Irak’ta güç kazanmayı bildiler. 


Anahtar Kelimeler: Vahhabilik, Vahhabiler, Şerif Abdullah, Irak, 
Necid Bölgesi 
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Introduction: Wahhabism and Its Emergence 


Mehmed bin Abdulvahhab was a religious leader in Nejd region. He became a very harmful 
figure for Islam. Because he was acting against Muslim religious Law and Muslims in 1777-78 
(Sadullah Enveri Efendi, 67: vr.82°-82°.). Sherif Abdullah followed him. According to Sherif 
Abdullah, Islam had lost its purity when compared to the period of Prophet Muhammad. He also 
considered that many harmful and wrong meanings had entered into Islam. For him, Islam needed to 
be reverted to its purity and only in this way the wrong meanings could be removed (Akçura, 2010: 
23). To achieve this, the Wahhabis needed to gain strength primarily in the Arabian Peninsula and 
then gradually put all the Islamic geography under their control and ultimately, by virtue of their 
growing influence, annihilate the Sublime Porte, which was then the ruling authority of the region. 
As a matter of fact, it was not too difficult for them to find a strong ally whom they could convince 
and disseminate their ideas to in the Arabic Peninsula — it was the Saud Family ( Antonius, 1938: 
22). 


Sherif Abdullah revolted against his uncle Sherif Galib —who was then the emir of Makkah— 
while the Ottoman State was waging war against Austria and Russia in 1788. 


Sherif Abdullah increased his resistance against his uncle by taking advantage of the clashes 
between his uncle and other dissidents and also the war between The Ottoman State and Austria and 
Russia; however, he could not evade failure. Nevertheless, this failure could not prevent the 
emergence of Wahhabism (Rafeq, 2011: 276). Wahhabism was considered as “a trivial issue” by the 
Porte and the issue was postponed because of the ongoing war with Austro-Russian alliance. 
Although the urgency of the issue was informed to the Porte not only by the emir of Makkah, but 
also by the governor of Baghdad, Suleiman Pasha, and the governor of Damascus, the Porte always 
remained indifferent to these notifications. As a result, the members of Wahhabism continued their 
activities depending on the lack of the authority in the region and desired to be the leader of Islam 
by occupying Makkah. After invading Makkah, the Wahhabi threat became more obvious and 
gradually irreversible (Uzungarsili, 607-608). 


The Wahhabis’ Attacks on the Persian Gulf Shores and Karbala 


Wahhabis adopted the expansionist policy after they gained power in Nejd. Their first target 
was the Persian Gulf shores and ultimately they achieved it. They continued their invasions by 
occupying Al-Ahsa and by taking the Persian Gulf under their control. They also occupied Bahrain, 
Kuwait and the islands of the pirates known as “Kavasim Islands”. During the invasions, they 
slaughtered thousands of people who refused to obey and fight with them against the enemies 
(Simons, 1994: 179-180). The British Empire was uneasy about this situation and decided to support 
her vassal Sultan Sayed and Sayed’s son, Said, against the Wahhabis in 1806. By virtue of this 
support, Said defeated Wahhabis in sea fights. Nevertheless, this victory could not shadow 
Wahhabis’ supremacy on the land. 


The ruling party, Tories’ internal conflicts along with their poor relations with King George 
HT led to political problems in Britain. What is more, due to the flourishing influence of France in 
Europe and its military campaigns against Britain both on the land and sea, the Empire could not take 
measures against the issues looming in the Middle East and in Europe. This condition suited the 
Wahhabis’ purpose; the members of Wahhabism achieved great success on the land in a short period 
of time by way of the strong support of France, who was hostile to Anglo-Turkish Alliance since it 
was previously defeated by this alliance from Egypt (Lutsky, 2011: 78-79). 


The British Empire not only waged war but also built up relationships with the local Ottoman 
authorities against Wahhabis (Ireland, 2004: 44). Meanwhile, a groundbreaking incident happened, 
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known as the ‘Karbala Raid’, which was committed against the Shiite Community. The incident 
occurred as explained below: 


Saud b. Abdul-Aziz had a strong enmity against the Shiites and saw them as a barrier for his 
progress. With this pretext, he —together with his 12,000 attendands— attacked Karbala and did not 
hesitate to kill thousands of Shiites, who were praying and defenceless at the time of the attack. What 
is more, they were not contended with this attack and thus brutally vandalised and looted the sacred 
places for Shiites. In doing so, they believed that they took revenge from the murderers of their group 
members (Meir, 1998: 121). 


The public trust of Shiite people in Mamluk governors significantly decreased since the 
governors did nothing to prevent this attack neither during nor after the invasion. The Shiites believed 
that the governors could have taken measures to stop this attack by taking into consideration the 
Wahhabis’ potential risk of aggression considering the enmity of Wahhabis against Shiites. For this 
reason, they demanded help from Iran. To take credit from this turbulent atmosphere, Iran sent an 
ultimatum to the Governor of Baghdad, Küçük Suleiman Pasha, ordering him the extirpate the 
Wahhabis from the region; otherwise, Iran would storm Baghdad with its army. Nevertheless, the 
Pasha was virtually incapable of removing or reducing this dangerous group. He reluctantly opted to 
have an agreement with Wahhabis but the Wahhabis were determined to annihilate the Shiites. 
Seeing the reluctance of Wahhabis to sign an agreement and their rapid growth as a risk for Iraq, the 
Pasha had to receive support from the British Empire, whom, he considered, would be harmed by 
Wahhabis (Meir, 1998: 122-Kurşun, 1983: 34). 


The British Empire felt that she could suffer from the tension between Iran and Suleiman 
Pasha the Junior and thus offered to form an alliance with Iran against Wahhabis through her agent 
Harford Jones. She declared that she could assume the role of negotiator between Pasha and Iran 
through her officers in Tehran. According to her, Wahhabis could lose its grip against this alliance 
and thus would have to withdraw from the shores of Persian Gulf and Iraq and finally would 
disappear in a short time. As a response, the Pasha gently replied the British agent by stating that the 
Porte had enough power to solve this problem and thus she did not have any intention to make an 
agreement with Iran and would never let Iran enter Iraq, and if Iran attempted it, she would consider 
such an aggression as an obvious infringement against her sovereignty. Upon this response, the 
British plan totally collapsed (Meir, 1998: 122). Despite these acts of the Pasha, the Istanbul 
Administration came to have doubts about its loyalty to the Porte. The Head Clerk mentioned to The 
British agent that Suleiman Pasha was incapable of ruling Baghdad and he was likely to flee to Iran. 
“In this case, the State would be ready to wage a war against Iran” he added. The agent replied that 
“... no one including me would expect Iran to perform such an act” and added that he could be a 
negotiator between The Porte and Iran to solve this matter. Nevertheless, the Pasha did not flee to 
Iran but he was removed from office on October 5, 1810 (BOA, HAT, 1177/46493, 29/21225). After 
a short period, he was killed by the Shammar Tribe. We do not have a certain record as to whether 
the British agents had any involvement in Pasha’s deposal and assassination, yet it was obvious that 
they were uneasy about his enmity against the British Empire and his cold relations with her agents. 
Also, it was clear that the British attempts to establish a good relationship with him always failed. 
Nonetheless, the tribe which murdered Pasha was under great influence of The British Empire. From 
that point on, The British complaints to the Porte about Baghdad governance highly declined, albeit 
for a short time. 


Mehmet Ali Pasha’s Movement to Suppress the Wahhabi Revolt 


Mehmet Ali Pasha’s first act was to perform an expedition, at the Sultan’s command, towards 
the Wahhabis in Hijaz. He suppressed the revolts in 1818, which both the governor of Baghdad and 
Damascus had previously failed to quell. As a result of this, he was awarded as the governor of Said 
(Antonious, 1938: 21-22-Simons, 180-Kızıltoprak, 13- www.notablebiographies.com). 
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The Ottoman State failed to deal with both the Wahhabi issue and Iraqi matters due to a 
number of reasons including the occupation of Egypt by Napoleon in 1798, the Russo-Turkish War 
between 1807 and 1812, the nationalist movements that emerged following the French Revolution 
and affected the Ottoman State, the declaration of independence by Greece, the abolition of the 
Janissary unit in 1826, the destruction of the Turkish Navy in Navarino in 1827, the recurrence of 
Russo-Turkish War in 1828-1829, the Mehmet Ali Pasha Revolt, and other similar incidents. This 
being the case, the Wahhabi issue and the Iraqi matters remained to be solved by others. 


Midhat Pasha’s Attempt to Solve the Issue 


The Porte signed the London Protocol with Britain on July 15, 1840. As part of the protocol, 
the Egyptian forces were removed from Nejd, Al-Ahsa and the Persian Gulf, allegedly to solve the 
issue. As a result of this recession, Halil b. Saud, the then-ruler of those areas, had to leave because 
he was controlling these areas through the support of Egyptian forces. Under these circumstances, 
the Wahhabis took this opportunity to fill this gap and thus the Wahhabi threat came alive again 
when they occupied those areas (Midhat, 1903: 55). Faisal b. Turki put the area under his control by 
taking advantage of the weak Ottoman control in these areas. In the first place, he counteracted the 
tribes in Al-Ahsa and its shores in el-Menasıri, el-Murra, Ucman and ben-i Hacir tribes, who rejected 
to adopt the Wahhabi doctrine. After that, he became a threat for the Arab sheikhdoms settled along 
the shores of the gulf. Later on, he invaded Bahrein, Masqat, Hofuf, Muberrez, and Qatar, and 
collecting taxes from these sheikhdoms became something ordinary for him. These acts discomforted 
the sheiks and the local governors although the Sultan was increasing his influence on the area. On 
the other hand, the British agents and consuls were carrying out their activities without having any 
difficulty, although the Wahhabis were the ruling power in the area. As a result of this, the agents 
took this opportunity to build up good relations with the Wahhabis and then dominate them. The 
Ottoman State ignored the complaints about Faisal b. Turki and appointed him as a district governor 
(kaim-i-makam) in return for acknowledging the Ottoman authority in the area. Turki further 
increased his oppression in the area by receiving the support of the Statel, He boosted the taxes and 
did not hesitate to kill the people denying his authority. The state’s neutrality about Turki’s activities 
against the indigenous people let him act more defiantly. He virtually acted as a sultan rather than a 
district governor. He continued his sovereignty as a governor until the age of 63. After that date, his 
son Abdullah b. Faisal started to rule the area unofficially. Following the Turki’s death in 1865, 
Abdullah rose to power in the same year. The Porte sent his berat (certificate of governance) in 1867 
because of other leaders’ opposition against him in the area. He was rather ineffective compared to 
his father due to both the lack of British support and Namik Pasha’s opposition against him. The 
policy implemented by Namik Pasha against The British and local administrators strengthened the 
Porte’s authority in the area. Faisal b. Turki’s other son, Saud, desired to be the governor in place of 
his brother Abdullah. However, Saud’s demand had not been accepted both by his father and the 
Porte. As for the British agents, they were in favour of Saud instead of Abdullah, considering that 
they would be able to control him rather easily (BOA, C.DH. 31/1537). 


It was previously emphasised that the British agents were hardly effective in Iraq during the 
Midhat Pasha’s term of office. Depending on this situation, the agents sought to create a problem 
between the Pasha and Wahhabi members. In this way, the Pasha would have to resign and the 
Wahhabis would have to cooperate with them. Therefore, they did their best to make the two sides 
confront each other. 


In a published work written by Ali Haydar Midhat, the son of Midhat Pasha, it was noted 
that “... Saud desired to capture Nejd by the support of British and some local leaders. Therefore, 
he recruited soldiers from the region and revolted against his brother ... ( BOA, ILMMS, 41/1667- 
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Mithat, 1325: 105). Soon after the British support, Saud captured Nejd and thus gave rise to the 
imminent British invasion. Aware of this plan, Midhat Pasha built a military unit against the possible 
attacks of Saud and his supporter, i.e. the British Empire, and even provided military aid to 
Abdullah”. 


The army, led by Sabbah, the then-governor of Kuwait, reached Nejd in a short time and 
surrounded the Wahhabi-led castles. The fights between Abdullah and Saud weakened the Wahhabis 
considerably. Moreover, they were already devoid of public support, too. What is more, when the 
army attacked the region, the Wahhabis were defeated and thus had to flee. The Turkish sanjaks 
(flags) were posted on the walls of the castles. Midhat Pasha had an idea to form a government after 
the occupation of Nejd. Nonetheless, the Wahhabis had not been annihilated at that time. The Pasha 
had to leave when the Shammar Tribe revolt broke out. Although he had an intention to solve the 
Wahhabi issue, he could not achieve this aim due to his resignation from his post as the Baghdad 
Governor in 1872 (Mithat, 1325: 105-110). 


Midhat Pasha had several opponents both in Baghdad and Istanbul. His irresponsible 
behaviours towards the government strengthened his opponents’ hands. The head of the financial 
department in Baghdad and some other officers considered the Pasha’s expedition against Wahhabis 
as an opportunity. When he was away from Baghdad, they leaked some news against him to the 
Porte. The Pasha sent a report explaining the situation after returning from the expedition, but it was 
not enough to exonerate him. The Pasha, denying the offences filed against him, had to resign from 
his post as the Governor of Baghdad and the commander of the Sixth Army. Rauf Pasha was 
appointed in place of him (Iraq: Legal History and Tradition, The Law Library of Congress, 2004: 
11). 


Iraq remained in peace for a short time after Midhat Pasha’s resignation. As a matter of fact, 
this was quite normal because the Wahhabi trouble was removed from the region. Even more, some 
local disorders were removed and even some members of robber groups were arrested at those times 
(FO 78/2299, 1873: 127). 


Depending on the peaceful atmosphere in the region, Rauf Pasha notified the Porte that “... 
there is no need to keep the soldiers wait in Nejd due to the restoration of peace and public order in 
the area ...” (Kurşun, 1983: 123) in the letters he sent to Istanbul. However, by doing so, he ignored 
the importance of the Armed forces in protecting the regions against the enemies or threats. 
Subsequently, the army was removed from the region. Furthermore, Istanbul started to believe that 
the Wahhabi trouble had weakened due to the positive updates coming from the region about the 
restoration of peace and order. However, those updates were far from reflecting the reality. Mehmed 
Rauf Pasha was originally a soldier and was not good at bureaucracy and public management. 
Although Nafiz Pasha was appointed as a general commander, he had a limited experience in military 
capability, too. The government of Baghdad had a nominal control on Nejd as a result of Abdullah 
b. Faisal’s poor administration as a governor and lack of a strong central government in the region. 
Meanwhile, Saud and his supporters were preparing to launch another revolt against the government 
of Baghdad. Being under no oppression, he got stronger in a course of one short year. He regained a 
voice both in and around Riyadh by receiving the British support. On the other hand, the Porte was 
willing to keep him under control instead of waging war with him. Therefore, she sent her agents to 
him. Saud sent his brother Abdurrahman b. Faisal, who was under his protection, as a hostage to 
Baghdad in return for his liberty in Nejd. In addition, the troops were displaced from Nejd to Baghdad 
and local zaptiehs (policemen) were enlisted from local Arab tribes. This caused new issues in the 
region, because the zaptiehs started to demand new taxes from the local people. After the death of 
Saud, his brother, Abdurrahman, put Riyadh and its surroundings under his control, but his leadership 
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continued only for six months. Abdullah b. Faisal succeeded Abdurrahman (Kursun, 1983:. 123- 
130), and then the activities performed by British agents and officers got deepened. 


All in all, the Ottoman State could not extirpate the Wahhabi problem, and this problem 
continued to exist under the rule of Ottoman State. 


This movement, which was once acknowledged, under different names, as a major reason 
for the domestic disorders during the periods of British mandate and Iraqi monarchy and republic, is 
still overwhelmingly omnipresent in Iraq and some neighbouring countries. 


Conclusion 


As it is mentioned above Wahhabis, who emerged and gained strength in a short time in Nejd 
region at the end of XVIII. Century, killed thousands of Shiis who were defendless and praying in 
Karbala Province. To them, Shiis did not follow Qur’an and were in a wrong way. After this 
massacre, they continued to kill people terrifyingly who dissented to Wahhabis in Nejd, Karbala, 
Kazimiye, Necef thanks to authority gap. Hereafter they captured and plundered those cities. They 
declared that they were not contented with those cities and their first aim was to control whole Islamic 
world. Furthermore they claimed to restore Islam. 


Isis (Islamic State of Iraq and Syria) terrorist organisation, which emerged recently and killed 
people who did not obey them in Iraq and Syria, remind us Wahhabism and Wahhabis’ activities. 
These two organisations’ structures, religious approaches and activities are almost same, even they 
have different names and emerged in different different periods. Isis occupied almost same region 
with same reasons owing to the aouthority gap, too. This organisation kills people and plunders. 
What is more it bases its activities on Islam. Of course authority gap in those region could be the 
chance for those groups to gain strength and penetrate in the region but can not be shown as only one 
reason. Besides this region’s politic, strategic position and residing different ethnic, religious groups 
and developing world do not allow these kinds of groups (especially Isis) maintain their existence 
for long. Then, what is the real reason? The real supporters of these groups are initially the United 
Kingdom, some European countries and the United States of America. The British fighted against 
Wahhabis. Sultan Saed who was supported by the British, defeated Wahhabis in the sea. But the 
French supported Wahhabis against the British. Thanks to this support Wahhabis defeated the British 
on the land. So the British stopped fighting against them because of this defeat. Because of traditional 
British policy bases on keeping the groups and figures under its control and govern them, the British 
preferred to build up good relations with Wahhabis instead of fighting. Wahhabis did not want to 
compromise with the British. Lately they developed good relations with the British instead of the 
French who provided logistic support them. This politic relations strengthened Wahhabis but affected 
the Ottoman aouthority adversely in the region. The state attemped to remove Wahhabis from the 
region but failed. Today the United Kingdom are in the coalition, which is established to stop and 
abolish Isis, and bombarded the Isis’s emplacements with its coalition partners. Nevertheless Isis 
struggles to reach the Mediterranean Sea and the Persion Gulf like Wahhabis. 


Especially the United Kingdom and some other western countries are responsible for the 
events have been happening in the region. These countries’ primary purpose are to establish weak 
countries in the Middle East and control them easly. It is better understood when we look at the 
situation of the geography. 


The work to be done in this regard will reveal some unknown facts about the history of the 
Middle East and it will help us to understand this geography better 
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